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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER. FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and vi^ill expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent tenn adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 31 December 2001 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Clainns 

4) K Claim(s) 1-14 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-14 is/are rejected. 

Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (0- 
a)n All b)n Some * c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Offlce action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This action is in response to papers filed on December 31, 2001. 



2. 



Claims 1-14 are pending. 



3. 



Claims 1-14 are rejected. 



Specification 



4. The incorporation of essential material in the specification by reference to an 
unpublished U.S. application, foreign application or patent, or to a publication is 
improper. Applicant is required to amend the disclosure to include the material 
incorporated by reference, if the material is relied upon to overcome any objection, 
rejection, or other requirement imposed by the Office. The amendment must be 
accompanied by a statement executed by the applicant, or a practitioner representing 
the applicant, stating that the material being inserted is the material previously 
incorporated by reference and that the amendment contains no new matter. 37 CFR 



5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as based on a 



1.57(f). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



disclosure which is not enabling. The claims fail to recite a step or limitation of how the 
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information that is used for detennining a similarity is identified critical or essential to the 
practice of the invention, but not included in the claim(s) is not enabled by the 
disclosure. See In re Mayhew, 527 F.2d 1229, 188 USPQ 356 (CCPA 1976). Applicant 
identifies a foreign patent publication that teaches a certain algorithm used for 
document scanning but does not identified the algorithm 

7. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. The claims are drawn to a way of determining a similarity between two 
different types of information. However, one is unable to detennine how the similarities 
are actually defined, as well as what importance the similarities have when the user is 
selecting training. The disclosure identifies calculations for "relativeness" but nothing 
on how to calculate a similarity or what exactly a similarity is. 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 101 

8. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

First, a claimed signal is clearly not a "process" under § 101 because it is not a 
series of steps. The other three § 101 classes of machine, compositions of matter and 
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manufactures "relate to structural entities and can be grouped as 'product' claims In 
order to contrast them with process claims." 1 D. Chisum, Patents § 1.02 (1994). The 
three product classes have traditionally required physical structure or material. 

"The term machine includes every mechanical device or combination of 
mechanical device or combination of mechanical powers and devices to perform some 
function and produce a certain effect or result." Corning v. Burden, 56 U.S. (15 How.) 
252, 267 (1854). A modern definition of machine would no doubt include electronic 
devices which perform functions. Indeed, devices such as flip-flops and computers are 
referred to in computer science as sequential machines. A claimed signal has no 
physical structure, does not itself perform any useful, concrete and tangible result and, 
thus, does not fit within the definition of a machine. 

A "composition of matter" "covers all compositions of two or more substances 
and includes all composite articles, whether they be results of chemical union, or of 
mechanical mixture, or whether they be gases, fluids, powders or solids." Shell 
Development Co. v. Watson, 149 F. Supp. 279, 280, 113 USPQ 265, 266 (D.D.C. 
1 957), afTd, 252 F.2d 861 , 1 16 USPQ 428 (D.C. Cir. 1 958). A claimed signal is not 
matter, but a form of energy, and therefore is not a composition of matter. 

The Supreme Court has read the term "manufacture" in accordance with its 
dictionary definition to mean "the production of articles for use from raw or prepared 
materials by giving to these materials new forms, qualities, properties, or combinations, 
whether by hand-labor or by machinery." Diamond v. Chakrabarty, 447 U.S. 303, 308, 
206 USPQ 193, 196-97 (1980) (quoting American Fruit Growers, Inc. v. Brogdex Co., 
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283 U.S. 1,11,8 USPQ 131. 133 (1931). which, in turn, quotes the Century Dictionary). 
Other courts have applied similar definitions. See American Disappearing Bed Co. v. 
Arnaelsteen, 182 F. 324, 325 (9th Cir. 1910), cert, denied, 220 U.S. 622 (1911). These 
definitions require physical substance, which a claimed signal does not have. Congress 
can be presumed to be aware of an administrative or judicial interpretation of a statute 
and to adopt that interpretation when it re-enacts a statute without change. Lorillard v. 
Pons, 434 U.S. 575, 580 (1978). Thus, Congress must be presumed to have been 
aware of the interpretation of manufacture in American Fruit Growers when it passed 
the 1952 Patent Act. A manufacture is also defined as the residual class of product. 1 
Chisum, § 1.02[3] (citing W. Robinson, The Law of Patents for Useful Inventions 270 
(1890)). A product is a tangible physical article or object, some form of matter, which a 
signal is not. That the other two product classes, machine and composition of matter, 
require physical matter is evidence that a manufacture was also intended to require 
physical matter. A signal, a form of energy, does not fall within either of the two 
definitions of manufacture. Thus, a signal does not fall within one of the four statutory 
classes of § 101. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Claims 1-8 and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by US Patent 6,213,780 Ho et al; Computer-aided learning and counseling methods and 
apparatus. 

11. As to claims 1 , 4, 7-8 and 1 3-14 Ho teaches two different databases for storage 

a. A learning database(c. 4 I. 57-60) 

b. A company database(C. 7 I. 59-60) 

c. A selection unit that allows the user to select their training.(C. 12 1. 2-8). 
As to claims 2-3 and 5-6 Ho teaches a learning determinator which uses all types 
of criteria to identify the appropriate learning materials for user.(C. 6 I. 26-30 1. 
50-55) 

As for the limitations of the functions of the system/apparatus or what the 

system/apparatus does, i.e. "wherein the data repository is accessible by the 
customer in order to determine a delivery status of the package, wherein the mobile 
communication unit automatically transmits the radiation signal to the gateway", 
these carry no patentable weight in an apparatus claim. Apparatus claims should 
cover what a device is or structures or structural elements, not what a device does. 
See Hewlett-Packard Co. vs. Bausch & Lomb Inc., 909 F 2.d 1464, 1469, 15 
USPQ2d 1525, 1528 (Fed. Cir. 1990). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

13. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

14. Claims 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent 6,213,780 Ho et al; Computer-aided learning and counseling methods and 
apparatus. 

1 5. As to claims 9-1 2 Ho teaches a learning determinator that identifies which 
training materials are appropriate for a user to be training in. The determinator uses 
several different criteria in a comparison of job description and employee qualifications 
to determine which training materials will benefit the employee.(C. 6 I. 26-30 I. 50-55) 
a receiver that allows a user to select which training information they would like to 
participate in based on the recommendations from the determinator(C 121. 2-8). 
Although Ho does not teach the detemriinator doing the comparisons as a similarity of 
"training application information" and "client organization" it would have been obvious to 
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combine this type of information with Ho as Ho is trying to identify the appropriate 
training for a company employee needs and would benefit for considering the company 
structure and mission when identifying appropriate training materials. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Traci L. Smith whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6809. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 6:00 am-4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on 571-272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 



TLS 




